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Treasury Department, 


BUREAU OF THE MINT, 


Washington, QD March 6 _ SS 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 

Superintendent U. S. Mint, 

Philadelphia. 
oir: 

Referring to your telegram of to-day, it has come to be such 
a constant practice at your institution to ask for authority for 
special stationery purchases on the grounds of exhaustion of sup- 
-ply, that I am foreed to take a stand against exigency purchases 
at your insta tution of stationery of a kind supplied by the 
Department. I regard any extremity of the kind as simply 
lack of foresight in the clerical department, and the mint at 
Philadelphia is the only institution which causes any trouble in 
this way. 

If the special stationery vouehers of your institution were 
collated they would tend to show a decided departure from regula- 
-tions in foree throughout the publie service, which it is not 
proper for any executive officer to disregard. 

Six books will be sent by eurrent mail. 

A desire for superior quality will not be eonsidered suffic- 


-ient grounds for special purchases, the Division of Stationery 
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being charged with discretion as to the matter of quality. 
Whatever the precedents may have been in this ease, and the 
long indulgence on my own part of a practice not in aceord with 
regulations, I do not feel that these considerations should weigh 
further. 
Respectfully yours, 
Fo ae Ce 


Cee Direct or of Ahe Mint. 
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[Abstract:] Will forward 6 copy books by current mail. Comments on method of ordering 
stationary. 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
March 6, 1889 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


Sir: 


Referring to your telegram of to-day, it has come to be such a constant practice at your 
institution to ask for authority for special stationery purchases on the grounds of exhaustion of 
supply, that I am forced to take a stand against exigency purchases at your institution of 
stationery of a kind supplied by the Department. I regard any extremity of the kind as simply 
lack of foresight in the clerical department, and the mint at Philadelphia is the only institution 
which causes any trouble in this way. 


If the special stationery vouchers of your institution were collated they would tend to 
show a decided departure from regulations in force throughout the public service, which it is not 
proper for any executive officer to disregard. 


Six books will be sent by current mail. 


A desire for superior quality will not be considered sufficient grounds for special 
purchases, the Division of Stationery being charged with discretion as to the matter of quality. 


Whatever the precedents may have been in this case, and the long indulgence on my own 
part of a practice not in accord with regulations, I do not feel that these considerations should 
weigh further. 


Respectfully yours, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


